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Before The
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSIONN

Washington, D.C. 20554

Honorable Richard L. Sippel
Administrative Law Judge

ERIC R. HILDING

In re Applications of

To:

For Construction Permit for a
New FM Station on Channel 281A
in Windsor, California

JUDy YEP HUGHES

Eric R. Hilding herein submits his opposition To Cross

Motion For Summary Decision in the above-captioned matter.

Under penalty of perjury, Eric R. Hilding declares that

the relevant verifiable facts previously declared in his own

Standardized Integration Statement as defined by the presiding

Officer to now be allowable in this proceeding also included

Hilding's stated representation that he would move to Windsor

and work full-time at the proposed station. 1/

In consideration of the established Comparative policy

which the Presiding Officer had indicated he would allow no

deviation from in this proceeding, Hilding agrees as follows.

1/ contrary to the Hughes assertion, Hilding has been unable
to find anything in the Commission's rules which require any
type of "Double" Declaration. Any of Hilding's Declarations
made with respect to the facts involving his proposal should
be accepted without the need for any re-declaration process.
Bilding has simply minimized "Double Digit" bureaucracy.
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Assuming that the declarations of JUdy Yep Hughes are in

fact accurate and truthful, as a matter of law only Hilding

does not object to the factual evidence as presented. 2J

Hilding does, however, disagree with the intentions and

what he believes to be quite serious shortcomings contained in

the Policy statement on Comparative Broadcast Hearings, many

of which have already been expressed in this proceeding. ~/

Accordingly, Hilding incorporates herein what shall be

considered to be Proffered Evidence related to the proceeding

in the form of two alternative outcomes, both of which would

have resulted in Hilding receiving the Construction Permit

for a new FM station at Windsor, California.

1. Beginning in 1984, Hilding has filed documentation

with the Commission which proposed a "First Right To File" for

any Channel Petitioner (Finder) responsible for the allocation

of a new FM or TV broadcast channel for the public interest,

convenience and necessity. Factually, and as recognized by

Z/ Assumption being that the bona fides of Mrs. Hughes which
allege her to be a "sole" applicant are indeed truthful, and
that she is not simply a minority front or co-conspirator with
her husband Gary Hughes, nor a front for any other undisclosed
parties of any nature, including, but not limited to, any other
broadcast station owners, employees, and/or family members,
acquaintances, business affiliates or the likes either from the
local Windsor/Healdsburg/Santa Rosa service area, or any other
community to include any located in proximity to U.s. Route 5.

;V Bilding's understanding of the opportunity afforded to
include his Proffered Evidence herein is that the majority of
emphasis shall be upon the factual considerations involved.
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the Commission in a related Memorangum opinion ang Order, such

a method and procedure would provide for an expediting of new

broadcast service to the public. Under such a fair and very

equitable system also designed to promote ongoing research and

development related to National productivity issues, as the

party responsible for allotment of the new FM radio channel at

Windsor, Hilding would deservingly be recipient of the new

Construction Permit in this matter involving windsor, CA. ~/

2. Pursuant to the proposals advanced by Hilding in this

proceeding with regard to delays in re-examination, amendment

and modification of the Comparative Hearing Policy Statement,

Hilding offers evidence based upon modified criteria. The

amended criteria would provide for deletion of: 2/

x. .M~fter~e,.-Pre~ereftee

Y. beea~-Res~aefteeTSer¥~ee-Area

z. e~¥~e-~ft¥ei¥e.efte-~ft-efte

eemm~ft~e,-er-Serv~ee-Area

No Longer Applicable
No Longer Applicable
No Longer Applicable

~ For any small businessperson, legal and hearing expenses
would have been eliminated. The new FM broadcast service could
have been operationally serving the pUblic and brand new
emploYment opportunities created prior to the date on which
simply the Hearing Designation Order was issued (April 8, 1993).
Such a process would have also provided for an appropriate
"incentive" and reward to any American willing to expend their
time and financial resources to develop a new broadcast service.
It would eliminate any type of factual (or perceived) ethnic or
racial or gender discrimination. It would afford any fledgling
entrepreneur the opportunity to expedite related development of
additional job opportunities and contribute to the economic
needs of the Nation. Such a system would help America.

2/ Deletion would also eliminate any real (or perceived) bias
or discriminations of any kind, as well as any "unequal" footing
preferences based upon non-productive "passivity" instead of
merit awards for productive "action" contribution to society.
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AMEIIDED COMPARATIVE FINDINGS fU

HILDING HUGHES

A. Integration 100% 100%
B. Auxiliary Power Yes Yes
C. Civic Involvement V Strong Moderate
D. Broadcast Experience YES No
E. "pioneer Preference" .B./ YES No
F. Technical Merit 1 V YES No
G. Technical Merit 2 .lQJ YES No
H. Military Veteran Preference il/ YES No

Based upon the foregoing, Hilding would be recipient of

the Windsor Construction Permit on this comparative basis. 12/

~/ Based upon the claims or proposals set forth in any of
respective applicants' Standardized Integration Statements.

2/ Not limited to anyone community or broadcast service area.
Ranked by Strong, Moderate, Weak or none based on both time and
diversity of contribution. Provides "equal footing" analysis
to the public at large, not restricted to anyone area, which
is in greater conformity to the "yardstick" of an applicant's
potential future interface of continued civic involvement.

B./ A/K/A "Channel Petitioner" or "Finders" Preference which
rewards any action taking person regardless or race or gender.

~/ Technical Merit 1 based upon proven Engineering benefits of
Hilding's proposed utilization of a Single Bay FM antenna over
the two-bay proposal of Hughes. Hilding believes his proposal
will result in the reduction of mUltipath and improve reception
to better serve the pUblic within the service area. This would,
of course, provide for a greater "best practicable service" •

.lQj Technical Merit 2 based upon proposal for Compact Disc
and/or digital audio delivery vehicles to provide maximum high
technical quality of programming to the listening public. This
includes proposal for use of any new technologies as available,
and would provide for a greater "best practicable service".

ll/ Once again based upon a form of "active" contribution to
the public instead of non-productive "passivity". Recognizes
the sacrifices made by men or women in service to our Country
regardless ort 5 2 6 . 2 4  T m 
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Hilding therefore requests that the Presiding Officer

grant the Hilding Motion For Summary Decision as supplemented,

and that the Proffered Evidence herein be incorporated within

the final Order for reference purposes.

I, Eric R. Hilding, under penalty of perjury, declare the

foregoing to be true and correct of and/or to the best of my

personal knowledge and understanding.

Respectfully sUbmitted,

Eric R. Hilding

w/Certificate Of Service

Eric R. Hilding
P.o. Box 1700
Morgan Hill, CA 95038-1700
Tel: (408)842-2222

Date: July 17, 1993



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Eric R. Hilding, under penalty of perjury, hereby declare that a copy of
this "OPPOSTION TO CROSS MOTION FOR SUMMARY DECISION" has been
sent via First Class Mail, U.S. postage prepaid, today, July 17, 1993, to the
following: (*)

Honorable Richard L. Sippel (**)
Administrative Law Judge
Federal Communications Commission
2000 L street, N.W., Room 214
Washington, D.C. 20554

Norman Goldstein, Counsel of Record (**)
Hearing Branch, Enforcement Division
Mass Media Bureau
Federal Communications commission
2025 M Street, N.W., Suite 7212
Washington, D.C. 20554

Peter A. Casciato, Esquire (***)
A Professional Corporation
1500 Sansome st. #201
San Francisco, CA 94111

- Counsel for Judy Yep Hughes

Eric R. Hilding

(*) Original filing via Federal Express
(**) Envelope included in FCC FIE Package


